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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . The examiner will like to commend the applicant for putting forth a good 
argument in response to the last office action. The examiner still maintains the position 
taken with regards to transitory events and live events because the recently made 
amendments do not clarify the claims or distinguish the claims from the prior arts of 
record. The applicants arguments show the direction the applicant want to take the case 
but the amendments do not follow the same direction. 

With regards to applicant's arguments on page 15, paragraph 1, the applicant 
describes a transitory event as a non pre-recorded program or a regularly scheduled 
program. The claims are broadly written and do not point towards non pre-recorded or 
regularly scheduled programs. 

In response to applicant's arguments on page 15, paragraph 2, the inclusion of 
"said transitory broadcast event being a scheduled live broadcast event" does not 
further clarify the claims. Applicant is referred to the examiner's previous explanation of 
a live broadcast event. Also, the fact that the word "scheduled" is included in the 
amendments contradicts the concept of the invention as understood by the examiner. If 
the transitory event is scheduled, the EPG would have had information pertaining to the 
program, hence there wouldn't be a need to create a channel on the fly. In response to 
applicant's arguments on the last lines of page 15, paragraph 2, applicant's point is 
understandable but are not tied into the claims in any way. 
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In response to applicant's arguments on page 15, paragraph 3, the claims are 
not drawn in the language of the arguments. Even if they were, the issue of the 
scheduled transitory broadcast in the new amendments, contradict the arguments. 

In response to arguments on page 15, paragraph 4, with an understanding of the 
examiner's definition of a live event, the hyperlinks provide a link to information relating 
the a live event. Also, just to clarify, Jerry Sienfeld's live night club example is not used 
to refer to a live event. The live event limitation is already covered. Also, in response to 
arguments in the last two lines of page 16, paragraph 1 , the claims are drawn toward 
transitory event information and not just the transitory event. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 - 23, 25, 27, 29 and 39 - 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as 
being unpatentable over Matthews, patent number: US 6 631 523 B1 in view of 
Knudson, publication number: US 2005/0216936 A1. 

As per claims 1 , 9 and 17, Matthews teaches an electronic program guide system, 
comprising: 
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a first information handling system for obtaining programming information from a 
program information source and generating a program guide based upon the obtained 
program information (Headend, col. 5, lines 3-5, col. 6, lines 58 - 63, col. 9, lines 43 - 
53); 

a second information handling system coupled to said first information handling 
system, for receiving the program guide by causing said first information handling 
system to transmit the program guide to said second information handling system (STB, 
col. 5, lines 50 - 64); and 

said first information handling system being configured to search a worldwide 
network for information regarding a transitory broadcast event and to incorporate the 
transitory event information into the generated program guide prior to transmitting the 
program guide to said second information handling system, said transitory broadcast 
event being a scheduled live broadcast event (headend including supplemental data, 
relating to programs in program guide, col. 9, lines 54 - 67, col. 5, line 65 - col. 6, line 
5); 

wherein the program guide has a predetermined number of established program 
channels (EPG, Fig. 5, col. 8, line 66 - col. 9, lines 1 1 ), said first information handling 
system being configured to add the information regarding the transitory broadcast event 
as a temporary channel (adding information to a relevant channel, col. 10, lines 12-17, 
col. 9, lines 50 - 58) 
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Matthews does not tech a system where the additional information is displayed in an 
additional channel. 

In an analogous art, Knudson teaches the channel being created in addition to the 
predetermined number of established program channels in the program guide (adding 
an additional channel to the EPG for displaying information [0069]) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Matthews EPG 
system by including an additional channel for displaying information, as described in 
Knudson's program guide system for the advantages of reducing the clutter 
experienced by viewers while using the system. 

As per claims 2, 10 and 18, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach said first 
and second information handling systems being configured to operate as a client and 
server system, said first information handling system being a server and said second 
information handling system being a client (Matthews: Headend, col. 5, lines 3-5, col. 
6, lines 58 - 63, col. 9, lines 43 - 53, STB, col. 5, lines 50 - 64). 

As per claims 3, 1 1 and 18, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach the 
worldwide network being the Internet (Matthews: internet, col. 7, line 67, col. 8, lines 13 
-18). 
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As per claims 4, 12 and 20, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach wherein 
first information handling system is configured to search said worldwide network 
according to a list of parameters (Matthews: nodes containing specific information, col. 
8, lines 13-18). 

As per claims 5, 13 and 21 , the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach wherein 
said list of parameters includes a predetermined list of nodes (Matthews: nodes 
containing information, col. 8, lines 13-18). 

As per claims 6, 14 and 22, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach said 
second information handling system being configured to receive a broadcast of the 
transitory broadcast event via the worldwide network (receiving video over the internet, 
col. 7, lines 12- 15). 

As per claims 7, 15 and 29, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach first 
information handling system being configured to create the temporary channel in the 
electronic program guide in response to detecting said transitory event information 
(Matthews: supplemental content being entered based on its presence, col. 10, line 66 - 
col. 11, line 7). 
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As per claims 8 and 16, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach wherein said 
transitory broadcast event refers to a scheduled live broadcast event (Matthews: TV 
program, col. 9, lines 54 - 67) 

As per claim 23, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach wherein the program 
guide is generated with the programming information for a plurality of channels, said 
transitory event information being incorporated into the generated program guide by 
adding an augmented temporary channel to the plurality of channels (Matthews: EPG, 
Fig. 5, col. 8, line 66 - col. 9, lines 1 1 , col. 9, lines 54 - 62, Knudson: augmented 
channel [0069]). 

As per claims 25 and 27, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach wherein the 
program guide is generated with the programming information for a plurality of channels 
(Matthews: EPG, Fig. 5, col. 8, line 66 - col. 9, lines 1 1 , col. 9, lines 54 - 62) 

As per claims 39 - 41 , the combination of Matthews and Knudson teaches wherein said 
programming information from the program information source comprises information 
about regular programming airing on established media channels, and wherein said 
programming information from the program information source does not include 
information regarding said transitory broadcast event (col. 6, lines 58 - 63, links to info, 
col. 9, line 54 - col. 10, lines 17) 
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4. Claims 24, 26, 28, 30, 31 and 32 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Matthews, patent number: US 6 631 523 B1 in view of Knudson, 
publication number: US 2005/0216936 A1 in further view of Ellis, publication number US 
2003/0020744 A1 . 

As per claims 24, 26, 28, 30, 31 and 32, the combination of Matthews and Knudson 
teach a system that augments an EPG. 

The combination does not teach a system that removes the augmented channel. 
In an analogous art, Ellis teaches wherein the augmented temporary channel is 
removed from the program guide upon completion of the transitory broadcast event 
(removing channel, [0101]) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Matthews and Knudson by allowing the channel 
to be removed for the advantages of un-cluttering the program guide. 

As per claims 24, 26, 28, 30, 31 and 32, the combination of Matthews and Knudson 
teach wherein the augmented temporary channel is removed from the program guide 
upon completion of the transitory broadcast event (supplemental content displayed for 
the length of TV program, Fig. 5, col. 10, lines 12-17). 

5. Claims 33 - 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matthews, patent number: US 6 631 523 B1 in view of Knudson, publication number: 
US 2005/0216936 A1 in further view of Schein, patent number 5 801 787. 
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As per claims 33, 35 and 37, the combination of Matthews and Knudson teach obtaining 
information on additional programs and displaying the received information with a pre 
existing program guide. 

The combination does not tech wherein said predetermined number of established 
program channels are associated with a first source of content selected from a group 
consisting of cable television content, satellite television content, and airwave broadcast 
television content, the temporary channel being associated with a second source of 
content different from the first source of content. 

In an analogous art, Schein teaches wherein said predetermined number of established 
program channels are associated with a first source of content selected from a group 
consisting of cable television content, satellite television content, and airwave broadcast 
television content, the temporary channel being associated with a second source of 
content different from the first source of content (Program guide data being received 
from different sources, col. 2, lines 24 - 43) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Matthews and Knudson by allowing information 
to be received from different sources, as described in Schien's television schedule 
system, for the advantages of being able to provide more relevant information to users. 

As per claims 34, 36 and 38, the combination of Matthews, Knudson and Schein teach 
wherein the second source of content is the internet (internet, col. 2, line 39) 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLUGBENGA O. IDOWU whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1450. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 7am - 
5pm Est. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Pendelton can be reached on 571 272 7527. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Olugbenga O Idowu/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2425 
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/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2425 



